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The late Pretence of a Conſtant Pflictice to enter the 


Parliament as well as Provincial Writ in the Front 
of the Acts of every Synod, further conſider d and 
Diſprov'd, in a Second Letter to the Author of 
that Aſſertion; occafion'd by a Second Letter of 


that Author. 


With a Poſtſcript in Anſwer to the Poſtſcript 


of that Second Letter. 


Preſs, your Second upon the Subject of 

your Former came to my Hand, in which 
I find ſomething ſaid by you y way of clear- 
ing, as you word it, what your 


| \ FTER my Letter to you was gone to the 


riend told you 
wanted to be a little explain d; 2 will per- 
ceive by my Letter, that I thought it wanted 
much more than chat, and ſo I think till, I 
ſhall never be againſt any Man's explaining an 
obſcure Expreſſion, or correcting an Error, if 


he does it Ingenuouſly; bur toſlip in an imper- 


fe& Confeſſion upon an Alarm of the utmoſt 


Conviction in hopes to break at leaſt, if not 


wholly avoid the Reproach, and call it, only 

clearing the Point which you hold as faſt as e- 

ver you did, is not ſo fair and upright a way. 
However TIl be at the pains of examining a- 


gain how well you have clear'd either that or 


your ſelf, becauſe I think it with you 2 point of 
moment, and which when proved, will go a great 
way toward deciding the preſent Di pute, further 
by much than any other Ground you argue 
upon. | 

But have you then any doubt of its being 
made good? about three Weeks the Point now 
between you and me was beyonz diſpute, the 
Books fhew the Practice was conſtant in every Sy- 
nod, and the Deſign of it was full as undoubted, 


you Appeal to the Remains for the truth of your 


Aſſertion, and put. all the Credit you have in the 
World upon your Integrity in it. 
And now I appeal in my turn to the World, 


Whether you can be acquitted, as to the As of you wrote your firſt Letter; which yet I dare 
| | | A 


the Convocations of York, according to the Ac- 
count T have given = of them; and I appeal 
to you, whether it be not a juſt one. You ſay 
in your Second Letter (without ſo much as, 7 
own or confeſs, that upon a more exact and careful 
review of my Papers, I find not any Note there of 
more than two Original Writs now remaining in 
that Convocation By: Did you not then look 
them over with care and exactneſs, when you 
advanced ſuch a poſitive Aſſertion as you 
grounded upon them? Wou'd any Man put his 
Veracity at ſtake upon a curſory view of his 
own Notes in a ching confeſſedly of ſuch mo- 
ment as this? I cannot think you a man of o 
Ittrle conſideration as this, nor does your whole 
Paragraph carry in it any marks of inadvertence 
or haſt, it is written with as much caution and 
art as ſo falſe an Aſſertion can be. Your Aſſer- 
tion is full and general and ſtrong, and your ap- 
peal to the Records tor the truth of it is ſo too, 
what you aQually atirm from them, for pr..o5, 
is particular; and (as to the Province we now 
are upon) ot different nature from what it 
was brought to ſppport, tor it is often ſowing 


in the Original Writ in proof of a conſtant entry 


of it. You do not pretend to ſay it was always, 
and as it is certain you never ſaw any footſteps 
of it above twice, 19 'ris hard to imagine, how 
twice in 150 Years ſhou'd leave upon your Mind 
the Impreſſion of ofren (eſpecially when one of 
thoſe times it hardly remain'd) even tho' you 
had not look'd over your Notes at all, when 


lay 


e 
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ſay. you will not confeſs : And the emphatical 
calling it the VER T Original Writ is another 
mark of Art, and deſign to lead the unwary 
Reader into an Opinion, that there was greater 
zwcight in that Circumſtance when indeed there 
was leſs, it having been much more for your 
purpoſe if it had been copy'd into the Book; 
ſo that I cannot think your Integrity helped at 
all by this exacter Review. | 
| For what alter ion has this Review made in 
your former Afjertion ? not the leaſt in the 
World; that ftands as it did, nor do you ac- 
knowledge the Evidence of it to be weakened 
at all, even where you bring your often to twice; 
but all this is only clearing the Doubt of your 
Friend, that the Eyes of the Clergy may remain 
as open 1n relation to the Premunientes, as you 
are inform'd-your Letter had fer them ar firſt. 
But let us ſee what will come of this twice 


fowing in to which you. are now content your 


Often ſhall be reduc'd, tho' you ſay, There js no 
doubt but that many other Parliament Summons 
were formerly to be ſeen in that Book : But the 0- 


riginal Writ being uſed to be affixed to the Aﬀts by 


the Drawer of them, to ſave himſelf the trouble 
of copying it, they were in proceſs of time eaſily 
. forn out and imbezzeled. From theſe words it 
is. plain that you would have the Aſſertion ſtand 
where it did, tho' you have here but two Wit- 
neſſes for it, becauſe you ſay there is no doubt 
hut there were, and ſnou d be more, tho' they 
do not appear. 


Now I muſt beg leave to ſay of theſe two, 
that one of them ſhou'd nor appear as indeed it 


ſcarce does, and the other does not ſpeak in 
your Cauſe tho' it ſtands in the place. 


The firſt that in 1584 ſcarce appears, above. 


ha'f of ir being gone, whether torn off and loſt 
as you ſay, Let. 1. Pag. 2. Col. 1. or rather (as 


dhe Extracter I mention'd terms it) Reverſed, 


7. e. purpoſely cut out, as not belonging to the 


| place where it was. However I own with you, 
AA bhat fo nuch ſtill remains as ſhews what it was, 


bur I cannot allow that it alſo ſhews as you ſay, 
why it was put there: I rather think, that the 
Pow Remaing of it, ſhew that ir was not proper 
ro ſtand there. And if you are not, yet I hope 


cthers will be of my mind, that it cou'd not 


properly belong to that place. 


For the Remains ſhew it was directed to the 


Archbiſhop then living and not to the Guardi- 
ans of the Spiritualties, as in the next caſe 
it was; in which caſe, tho' the Writs being 
there does not concern the Convocation, yet 


there was more reaſon for its remaining at Tort 


(che Deau and Chapter not going to Parliament) 


than there can be for a Writ to the Archbiſhop. 


to remain there, the Archbiſhop himſelf going 
to Parliament, as he actually did at this time: 


And tho' it is probable from what remains, that 


he did not now actually carry his Writ 


with him, (as perhaps in other caſes it may 
ſtill de oſten omitted) yet he muſt be legally 


ſuppoſed to do ſo, and you ſtill ſuppoſe it in 
your firſt Letter, Pag. 8. Col. 1. where you offer 
to the Biſhops an Endorſement upon their Parli- 
ament Writ of the Execution of it, when they, 
bring it with them to Parliament, as a very rea- 
dy and natural way of making their Returns up- 
on it. | | 


For which reaſon I the more wonder at your 


ſaying now, that there is no doubt but that many 
other Parliament Summons were formerly to be 
ſeen in that Book, and that the Original Writ uſed 
to be affixed to the Acts by the Drawer of them 
to ſave himſelf the trouble of copying it. How is 


this conſiſtent with the Archbiſhop's bringing 


his Writ with him to Parliament? and what 
ſhall we ſay to the Parliament Writs of the o- 


ther Biſhop's of this Province of 7or4, which as 


I have ſhewn in my former Letter, aught alſo 
to be here affixed or copied to prove your Aſſer- 
tion, tho' even that would not do, unleſs no- 


tice was taken of them in the Front of the Con- 
vocation as held by vertue of them, or that 
they were read in the Acts of the day? 85 
hat neither of theſe was the Caſe appears 
from the Account I have given you of thoſe Acts, 
confirm d by a Certificate from the Regiſter him- 


ſelf, who takes no notice of this peice ef a 


Writ, and therefore we may be ſure did not 


think it oughtto be a part of the Book, as the 
reaſon he ſuggeſts of the others continuing there 
is a particular caſe (viz.) the Vacancy ot the 


See, and may well be the occaſion as I have hin- 
ted already of its remaining at Tor, tho' it 


does not make it to have any proper Relation to 


the Convocation Acts; and ſo not to ſpeak in 


your cauſe. 
For this I have given ] hope a ſufficient rea- 


ſon in my former Letter, but I will further Con- 
firm it in this. I took notice there, that in the 
Acts of the Day of the opening of the Conyoca- . 
tion in 1588, Mention was made of reading the 
King's Writs, which ſeems to have led Mr. Enp- 
ſon (as I knew it had done others before,) into 
the opinion that the Parliament Writ there pre- 
ſerv'd was referr'd to, but I ſhew that there were 
two Convocation Writs to be read on that day, 


being the 5th of Feb. the day appointed in the 
Writ of Prorogation, not that of Summons, from 
whence I. inferr'd there was no neceſſity of in- 


cluding _ 
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Juding che Parliament Writ in the Quibnſdarn 
— Regiis, and I added that the Writs 
referr'd to in the Acts were Writs pro Celebra- 
tione hajuſmodj Convocationis, which in natural 
conſtruttion Excludes the Parliament Writ. 
There alſo I took notice of the want of a word 
Brevis or Brevium in the Front of the Conyoca- 
tion, (which every where that I obſerve men- 


tions the Authority by which it is held) inthe 


Tranſcript before me. Which was it perfect in 
ckis place (as it ſhall be if the Original will make 
it ſo)wou'd as I ſaid put this Matter out of dif- 
/ Ute. | | 2 : | . 

: Let me add here, that ſhou'd it prove Brevi- 
um, as I rather think it will not, the ſame ac- 


count thar has been given of more Writs then 


one in the Acts themſelves, will account for 
more in the Front of them, and thar I may not 
be thought to ſay this at a venture, I will here 
give you a plain reaſon why it muſt do ſo. 
In the year 1584 where the piece of the Par- 
liament Writ is preſerved the Convoeation meets 
upon the day of Summons November 24th, a day 
after the Parliament, and the Front of it begins, 


Convocat io, c. Aut hortate Brevis Sereniſſimæ, &c. 


inchoat. and in the 4&# after the Commiſſaries 
had taken the Archbiſhops Preſideney upon 
them it follows Statim perlecto Brevi Reg. &c. 
which is Demonſtration that the Parliament 
Writ of which there remains a part in this place, 
was not taken notice of in the Front of the Con- 
vocation of the Acts of the Day, and I think as 
perfect an Evidence that the Original Writ did 
not uſe as yow ſtill affirm fo be affixed to the Ace 
by the Drawer to ſave himfelf the trouble of Copy- 
ing it. | 
ge then the Front of the Convocation 
of 1588, as it will, Brevis or Brevium the latter 
will do you no good; nor if there ſhould be any 
particular reaſons from the vacancy of the See, 
more then I as yet apprehend, for inſerting 
the Original Parliament Writ, at that time, will 
it do anything I have ſaid any hurt. And there- 
fore the care of thofe who have had the Cuſ- 
tody of theſe Convocation Records, ought not 
tobe taxed with theſe Parliament Vrits being 
torn out or Imbezzeled as you ſay they were, when 
it does not appear that they had any thing todo 
to preſerve them. | 
Of the Convocation Writs indeed more care 
might be juſtly expected, and there does not 


ſeem to have been much negle& in that point, 


there are about 20 Convocations appear in this 
Book, from 1545 to the beginning of this Reign, 


and you take notice but of 4 Provincial Writs 


wanting in all that time, and I do not miſs a- 


* 
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bove one or two more, and they are referr'd to 
in the ARs when they do not appear, there are 
above 40 Writs ofProrogation in the ſame com- 
pals oftime which is double the number of Con- 
vocations, and tho' ſome few are ſtill wanting, yet 
I hope theſe are enough to ſnew, that thoſe whick 
are left are not as you ſay upon Memory, few in 
Compariſon of thoſe that are loft. Nor are even 
theſe fo loſt but that the Authority of them ap- 
pears on the Acts, and was it fo in the Caſe of 
the Parliament Writs, I wou'd not inſiſt that 
only one and a piece of them did at preſent re- 
main, but all the Acts concurr to cxclude the 
Intereſt of any other Writ in their paſſing, beſides 
what reſpeQed the Convocation immediately, 
and the Royal Writs of Prorogations themſelves, 
referr only to the Provincial Writ by which 
the Convocations are recognized to be held. 

So that after all here is no room for your 
charge of imbezzeling, nor would you gain any 


thing by ir if many more of the Archbiſnops 
Parliament Writs were in this manner preſer- 


ferved. = | 
I will proceed therefore to confider whether 


you have clear'd the matter any better as to the 


Province of Canterbury. 

To Clear your firſt Aſſertion from the Tan- 
cripts and Extratts of the Upper Houſe Bo of Can- 
terbury Province you ſay that in theſe particular 
notice is taken of thoſe ſeveral Parliament Writs 
as Enter'd in thoſe Acts, and you referr to 7 
Parliaments beginning from 1571 to the laſt of 
1625 incluſive, | 

Now here again is a particular proof offered 
of a general Aſſertinof a conſtant practice to enter, 
Cc. and upon a general appeal to the Extract 
whereas your clearing evidence is confined | ere to 
7 Parliaments out or twenty or more, and to al- 
moſt as Exactly the bare third part of that Pe- 
riod of time to which you referr. 


I muft obſerve further, that if it be fo as you 


ſay in theſe Extrags, it is contrary to the tenor 


of all choſe I cited before them, which are ten ! 


Convocations, and the Ads of one of them are 
entirely preſerved, and that is of 1552 which 
tranſmitted the model of Convocations to thoſe 
which enſued. Pra 
Let- me add that the Remains of Convocati- 
ons cited by me arc in feveral hands, and eaſi- 
ly ſcen, and ſhall be atteſted if you doubt of 
the truth, cr have never ſeen them as I fancy 
you have : I believe ſo the rather . for your 
terching no Evidence from them, and becauſe 
you referr your reader only to ſuch as are in 
Dr A's. hands. I 
Mechinks this is an odd way of opening the 
AY Eyes 


Sa A. 


Eyes of the Clergy in a matter pretended to be 
conſtant and general Practice to offer but 7 wit- 
neſſes, and thoſe hitherto kept in the dark, with- 


oct ſo much as producing clearly what they af- 


nrm, as I have done in mine for the quite con- 
trary practice. 


| FA Jou ſay indeed that notice is taken of thoſe ſe- 
. All ral Parliament Writs, as Enter'd in ** Acts. 
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. f Convocation you do or ſhoud mean, but you 
e * WIN rer, us to the Parliaments only, and add that 


5 0 G 7 7 f WA the Folio of the Original Regiſter wherein thoſe 
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| Vite are recorded is ſet down in the Extract; 
54 P's 7 td mention made of them then in theſe or the like 
KU 2 Re” Ide, the King's Writ to fit in Parliament, or 
| the Kinga Writ to the Archbiſhop for the Parlia- 
ment. I hope by the Original Regiſter you 


mean the Regiſter of Convocation, or you ſad- 


* 


abuſe us. I will therefore ſuppoſe you to, 
f ſ; 


| | ean what you ought, bur ſtill the mention of 
„ | ach Writs even ina Regiſter of Convocation in 
eule! A.- Hf uch words as you give us above, is a very dif- 
| 7 fatent thing from the entry of them in the Front 
e As of the Synod, and the tender Mention 
ou give us as made of theſe Writs, is a great 
++: "preſumption if not demonſtration that they are 
: 4 0 — 2 c orenter'd as your Aſſertion requires, and yet 
6 * av ctheſe are thofe which you ſingle out of the Ex- 
2 A. 4 tracts as being plain and full in the caſe the reſt 
CT *” you own are not ſo Expreſs. | 
0 1 . There may poſſibly be Memor andums of ſuch 
Writs as preſerved in the manner that I took 
notice ſeveral were of different kinds at the end 
of the Tranſcript of the Acts of Convocation, 
1562. But ſuch a Preſervation of them as that, 
will have no Influence upon the Convocation at 
all tho' they ſhou'd..concurr more in time, then 
thoſe others I mention'd, did. 
If your Extras cou'd have ſpoken plainer 


7 


then this, I am apt to think we ſhou'd have had 
thoſe fuller expreſſions, however I will not hold 


you to theſe, if they.can iudeed ſpeak more 
home to the purpoſe, bring them out, and they 
{hall fairly be heard : Tis hard for me to ſay 
what is not in them, and yet. I have offered e- 
Bough from the Practice before, to perſwade 
any impartial man, that there can be no ſuch 
Entrys as you have pretended. However to go 
an by the beſt light can get into that interval 
ot time to which theſe Extracts extend, with- 
dut their Aſſiſtance. ; 

The firſt Parliament you referr us to is 1571. 
And the Writ to the Archbiſhop for that Parlia- 
ment is 1 ſhou'd think moſt Authentickly pre- 
{eryed in the Archbiſhop's own A. S. Book left 
to his College, and now to be ſeen there, I have 
the Copy of this Writ from that Book before 


(C4) 


me, in which Book none of the Acts of the- 
Convocation of this Year appear, ſo that it can- 
not ſtand there as Enter d in them; but let me 

further obſerve that this very Parliament Writ 
is alſo found among thoſe Writs I before men- 

tion'd, to be preſeryed at the End of the Old: 
Tranſcript of the Acts of the Convocation of 
1562, to which it coud have no ſort of relati- 
on. So that if your Extracts referr to this Wrir, 

as in either of theſe Books I have mention'd it is 
nothing to your purpoſe, if you ſay they plain- 

ly referr to the Regiſter of the Convocation of 
this Year, pray make it appear. 

This I believe you will not be able to do, at 
leaſt not ſo as to make your Aſſertion good, be- 
cauſe, we, have the Archbiſhop's Mandat to the 
Biſhop of London, for this very Convocation. 
entire, and no notice is taken in it, of an 
Royal Writ except che Provincial therein re- 
cited, and the only one he directs the Execu- 
tion of, which wou'd not be ſo if the Clergy were 
to be aſſembled in Synod, as well in vertue of the: 
Parliament as Provincial Writ. 


Your next Parliament is in 1572. I have on- 


ly a reference to the Parliament and Provincial 
Writ of this Year, at the end of the Tranſcript 
above mention'd ; which however wil enable 


me toplead as I did before, that a reference in 


any Extracts to Writs ſo preſerved, does not 
come at all to our point, and I am the more en- 
couraged to do it this Year, becauſe in the Arch-. 
biſhop's Speech at the opening of this Convo- 
cation, He addreſſes himſelf to the Biſhops and- 
Clergy as call'd by himſelf Ex precepto Princi- 
pis, &c. which according to the Tenor of all 
the Fronts and Acts of Convocations I have ci- 
ted, is a very fair implication of their ſitting 
under the Archbiſhop in vertue but of one; 
Writ. f 
Before I proceed to the next Parliament give 
me leave to obſerve, that in the Mandat of the 
Archbiſhop tor publiſhing the Articles agreed 
on in Convocation, Anno 158 5. That Convo- 
cation is ſaid to have been begun in the Chapter 
Houſe of St. Paul's, November 24. 1584. Autho- 
ritate Brevis Regii in ea parte Emanati, which I 
think excludes the Parliament Writ as clearly as 
any form of entry can do. To this let me add 
the Queens Ratification of the Canons, in 1597. 
as I find itinthe App. to Dr. A's ſecond Edition 
of Rights, &c. in which Inſtrument mention 
is made four or five times of the Provincial Writ, 
by which that Convocation was call'd and held, 
without the leaſt intimation of any other then. 
what concern'd the Convocation only. 5 


Having given you theſe two inſtances within 


Jour. 
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ears you referr to, I am the leſs concern'd that 
1 have nothing certain ro offer to your next 
Year 1614. 

Bur to make ill her N 
tice of the Confirmation of the Canons by King 
James I. in 1604. wherein he referrs to the 
IWDrit iſſued by him for the calling that Convo- 
cation, and to that Cenyocation, aſſembling ac- 
cording to the ſaid Writ. Before the Biſhop of 
London in the vacancy of the See Conſtituted, 
by another Writ Preſident of the ſame Convoca- 
tion. Which by the way, does alſo confirm 
my conjecture in my firſt Letter of Biſhop Bon- 


ner's being Conſtituted Preſident by Writ, 


1554, and gives an account of the Writs ſaid 
to be read in the Acts. the Writ tor Preſidency 
being as much to be read, as the ordinary Com- 
miſſion for it from the Guardians, which we 
find in that Caſe. 5 

In your next Year 1620, I have nothing to of- 
fer, but the Mandat of the Biſhop of London to 
the Biſhop of Lichfield, ro obey the Archbiſhop's 
Mandate, reciting the King's Provincial Writ, 
and directing only the Execution of that which 
yer is more to my purpoſe then any thing you 

ve yet offered for yours. 3 

I have nothing to oppoſe more particularly 


to your next three Parliaments from any Inſtru- 


ment of this Province before me, and therefore 
muſt leave them, till I know more certainly 
what your Extracts ſay. 

You told us in your firſt Letter, that The En- 
try of ſuch Writs were taken notice of in the Reigns 
of Queen Elizabeth, King, James, and King 
Charles the firſt, down to the very Convocation 
of 1640. when indeed the Actuary omitted to en- 
terthe Writ. Now I have ſhewn that. for ſome 


Years in Queen Elizabeth for the two firſt Con- 
vocations, it was quite otherwiſe , nor does 


your ſecond Letter pretend to the contrary. Be- 
ginning the proofs from 1571, which as well as 
that from the next Year, I think are pretty 
much ſer afide, let them appear how they will. 

As to King Fames the firit's Reign, I think 


his own Letters Patents, ought to be heard, be- 


fore any ſuch reference, as you hint from your 
Extracts were they fuller then even you make 
them to be. „„ 9 

And as to King Charles the firſts Reign you 
give up che moſt remarkable part, the Convoca- 
tions of 1640, Yo. fav then indeed the Actuary 
omitted to enier the Writ, But pray how dces 
this appear to have been an Omiſſion, when hi- 
therto there does not ſo much as one Entry of 
that kind appear, and you know in your Conſci- 


ES - 


vour own Period, though not in any of the 


ou amends ] will here take no- 


ence that what you add of the Execution of the 


Clauſe in that Year is no proof that the Writ it 


{elf ought to be Enter d, in the Convocation 
Books as you wou'd make your Reader believe. 
Things ſeem to have been done in the Upper 
Houſe of that Convocation, as much in form as 
cou'd be expected, and it is agreeable to rhe 
Forma Tenendi. It is not reaſonable to imagine 
that Archbiſhop Laud would ſuffer any Omiſſian 
in his Actuary ſo conſiderable, as this Omiſſion 
muſt be if it was an Omiſſion, but there is no 
ground to think it was fo, for beſides the agree- - 


ableneſs of theſe Entrys to Ancient forms, 


the Letters Patents of Confirmation of the 
Canons of this Convocation, like thoſe of King 


James above mentioned, take no notice of any o- 


ther then the Provincial Writs to the reſpective 
Archbiſhops, which added to the Inſtances of 
the two former Reigns is as full an argument as 
can be deſired, that thoſe; very Princes you 


mention did not. look upon their Convocatj 


n 
as held. in any wile by the Parliament Writ. [ 6 


And though.the formal Recognition of 
ſingle Authority, does not appear in the Front 
of the As within the time you confine your Ci- 
tations for want of the remains of thoſe Ads, 
which in all the reſt of the Period are diſtinct 
and particular enough. Yet the other concur- 
rent Inſtruments do ſufficiently ſupply that de- 
fect. And the Entire Acts of the Convocations 
of Torł, have the expreſs Recognition of the 
ſingle Provincial VVrit, in the beginning of every 
Convocation of thoſe Tears to which you referr. So 
that your Extratts whatever they are can afford 
nothing for your purpoſe without flatly Con- 
trad icting all that remains beſides them of the 
Ads of this Province, and the whole ſtream of 
the Convocations of Tork. 

Thus have I coni:der'd this whole queſtion - 
again, as far as your Additional. Letter made it 
neceſlary for me, and neither in the former or 
this Letter, have I wittingly conccal'd any thing 
I found in my ſearch that favour'd your claim. 
This care has made both my Lecters longer then 
I defign'd they Hou'd be, and I can hardly ju- 
ſtify my felt in ſpending fo much time in a canſc 
that as fo little on the oppoſite fide, but thar 
I was willing to open the Eyes of the Clergy. 
you write to a little more faithfully in this mat- 
ter. then you have hitherto done , and ſhew 
them that it is poſſible. for you ro miſlead 
them, if they will ſubniſſirely follow, 
but that on the other hand it is very eaſy for 
them to keep themſelves right if they will but 
exam in a little, and judge tor themſelves. I am 
{ure in the preſent diſpute, they need not 2p | 

| 5 far 


(6) 


that you wou'd | grolly impaſe upon them, which 
is the heavier Charge, and 1 fear the more juſt, 
For I cannot imagine as I ebſery'd at the be- 


ginning of this, that a complication of falfhoods 


pur with ſo much management together cou'd 
be the effect of your ignorance, though that 
won d not be to be pardon'd, at the end of ſuch 


a a ſolemn Appeal, but an intended deceit as 


this has all the Appearance of being, is of a 
blacker Complection, and requires as folemn a 


recanting at leaſt, to have it forgiven. 


For let me tell you, Sir, that Qualifying or 


| jy (the other two things one of which 
at 


aſt you require in your Poſtſcript, to be 
done by another Perſon with relation to the Man- 
dat) will not do in yourCaſe. Nor do you pre- 


tend to have ſo much as qualified your former 


Aﬀertion ; Explaining is all you can plead you 
Have done, and tis fuch an Explaining as you 
pretend to have given by way of Clearing the 
matter, which is not only leſt to ſtand as it did, 
but you conclude your Poſtſcript with Truſt in 
God, that you ſhall never allow your ſelf ſuch lengths 
for the ſake of a good cauſe, as you charge the 


+ 2 


Per ſon, about the Mandat, for taking, ſerve 
n 1 * y ; 

| Now I think yon have taken ſach lengths i 
the Aſſertion before us that if you can * 
your Credit under ſuch a Cloud of Witneſſes that 
ſo fully impeach it, I muſt conclude there is not 
2 enough for ſincerity to be found 
in this World; but I have a better opinion of all 
men, of my Brethren eſpecially, who are chief- 
ly coneern d in this matter, then to think, the 
will ſet afide their regard to Publique Record. 
rather then Queſtion the Intergrity of one who 
keeps his Concluſion at the ſame time, that he 
is forced to take notice himſelf, that his Pre- 


miſes fail. Nay, I will hope this of your ſelf, 


that you will one day repent of that whic 
upon the ſtricteſt enquiry IT am able to — 
appears the greateſt prevarication that I ever 
yet met with, unleſs it be in your Poſtſcript 
to 8 this Anſwer for the preſent is ſent 
you by, | 


SIR, 


Dec. 16. 
1701. Your Humble Servant. 
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188 your Poſtſcript, I obferve how natural 
Fir is for thoſe who have forfeited their own 


Credit, to comfort themſelves in. blaſting other 


Men's. You, or whoever elfe wrote the Piece 
entitled, The Power of the Lower Houſe to adjourn 
it ſelf, produc'd a Clauſe out of the Archiepiſ- 
copal Mandate, requiring the Proctors to bring 
Powers to conſent to Continuations ; and Dr. Ken- 
net is charg'd with citing the Mandate unfairly 


upon his omiſſion of this Clauſe, which is there 
affirm'd to be in ſeveral Forms of it, and inti- 


mated openly enough to belong to it. 
The Method taken by the Author of the Right 


of the Archbiſbop, &c. to know the truth of that 


Aſſertion was this: The Regiſters of the Arch- 


biſhop contain great numbers of Mandates, 
which were diſtinctly viewed for this purpoſe 


by a Publick Notary; and nothing of that 
Clauſe appearing, an Atteſtation thereof was made 


under the Notary's Hand, for a clear Teſtimony 
that it could be no proper part of the Mandate, 
and a full Vindication of Dr. Kennet. 


You, in a Poſtſcript to this Second Letter, 


make the World believe, That in the very Re- 


POSTSCRIPT. 


2 


giſters of the Archbiſhop to which this Atteſtation 
refers, there is more than one Mandate with this 


very Clauſe in it; that there is alſo ground to be- 


lieve that the Editor of the Book was not wholly a 
Stranger to them at the moment he publiſht Mr. 
Tyllot's Atteſtaiton; and, that tis certain that 
he hath ſince been convinc'd in this reſpef, and 
yet ſuffer d that Atteſtation to impoſe upon the 
world now for fix weeks together. This is your 
charge, and you need not doubt but it will do 
the Work you intended, i. e. lead every body 
who ſhall rely on your Credit, to Suſpect that 
there are one or more Mandates with that Clauſe 
in the Regiſters of the Archbiſhop, and that 
the Author of the Book when the Notary 
viewed thoſe Seventy that have it not, eonceal'd 
from him ſome others that have: Which, if 
true, was highly diſingenuous in him who did 
it; but if falſe, very injurious and unchriſtian 
in you who charge it. | 
I have known the Writer of that Book ſome 
Years, and having ever had an Opinion ofhis 


Integrity, was ſurprizd at this Account; til! 
o . — C os . -—9 if 
diſcourſing with him about it, he defir'd me to 


charge 


by 

* 
1X 
I. 
bed, of 
Aw a 
FA 
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5 
affirm'd, u 
Bt 


charge it upon you as a downright 2 and 
n the word of a Chriſtian. 
1. That he neither knows nor believes that 


there is, or ever was, in the Archbiſhop's Regi- 


ſtersany one Mandate with that clauſe or with 
any words to that effet, _ 

2. That when the Atteſtation was publiſh'd, 
he did not know or believe that there was any 
where elſe more than one Form of a Mandate with 
ſuch a clauſe; of which one he there ſpeaks, as 
happening upon a remarkable conteſt between 
the Metropolitical and Legatin Authority, and a 

rticular Account whereof he fays was then un- 

ertaken by another hand, in a Book which 


3 has been ſeveral Weeks in the Preſs; adding, 


thar = CLIPS 4 7 77 was 
Printed off at leaſt a month ago.) / Nay 5 

3. That he continu d to believe that thert᷑ ne- 
ver was more than one ſuch Form of an Archi- 
epiſcopal Mandate, till very lately he was told 
of another; which being accounted for upon 
the ſame conteſt between the two Authorities, 
within ſix years of the firſt, the ſame Perſons 
ſtill living, has no influence upon the preſent 
cauſe; and making the number but two in all, 
is far from juſtifying your firſt Aſſertion, that 
there are ſeveral in that very Form; and laſtly, 


not being found in the Archbiſhop's Regiſters,» 
does no way affect or invalidare the foreſaid 


Atteſtation., | 5 

Theſe three things he affirms to be ſtrictly 
true; and in ſo tender a point as his Integrity 
thinks he has a Right to require you either Pub- 


lickly ro diſprove them (which he is ſure you 
never can doe,) or to ſhow your ſelf a Chriſ- 


tian by askin 
diſperſing ſuc 
geſtions, 


pardon of God and Man for 
groundleſs and Malicious Sug- 


= (7) 


The truth is, to me who am ſo well acquain- 
ted with your ſtyle in other caſes, your very 
manner of 3 the charge, was a Convic- 
tion that you your ſelf did not believe ir. For 
at the ſame time you lay the Scandal, you alſo 
provide an Evaſion; and however deſirous you 
were that others ſhould believe it, yet you would 
not ſo far charge your ſelf, as to ſay directly 
that things really are as you infinuate; but, 
Would you believe, that in the very Regiſters of the 
Archbiſhop there ſhould be more than one Mandate, 
with this very clauſe in it. And Fame ſays, that 
ſuch Mandates there are in thoſe very Regiſters 2 
But would you, I pray perſwade me, that in a 
matter which ſo nearly concerns your Honour - 
and Veracity, you could have ſuffer'd the Scandal 
to lay upon you ſo long, or have rely'd on the 
Reports of Fame, had you believ'd or even ſuſ- 
pected that any ſuch Mandates were really to be 
found in the Regiſters ? Or ſuppoſe you to have 
reſted upon Probabilities only, would you have- - 
concea''d the grounds and reaſons of your Conje- 
Aure, had you thought them ſuch as could bring 
that Author's Integrity under Suſpicion ? If 
miſtake not, ir has never been thought a part of 
your temper or praQice, to loſe any Opportunity 
of Diſgracing others. And that others may have 
no juſt Advantages over you, twill be neceſſary 
you ſhould learn to cite Records a little more 
exactly and Religiouſſy. Other difficulties may 
ſometimes be got over by ſome ſuch Savings and 
Evaſions as you are wont to lay in ſor the pur- 
poſe, But theſe Atteſtations are ſtubborn things, 
and I doubt they will never ceaſe to purſue 
you till you ceaſe to impoſe upon the World 
by yn groſs miſ-repreſentations of matters of 
Fact. 


FEN 


and Church of 
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TE Authority of Chriſtian Princes over their Eccleſiaſtical Synods aſſer- 
ted, with particular reſpect to the Convocations of the Clergy of the Realm, 
Eneland. occaſioned by a late Pamphlet, Infituled, 4 Letter to « 
Conuocation-man, Octav. | TIE | | IP 


. 4 % 


An Appeal to all the true Members of the Church of England, in behalf of 


the King's Supremacy, as by Law eftablithed, by our Convocations approved, 


and by our moſt eminent Biſhops and Clergy-men ſtated and defended, againſt 


both the Popith and Fanatical Oppoſers of it. Both by Dr. William Wake. 


A Brief Inquiry into the Ground, Authority, and Rights of Eccleſiaſtical 


Synods, upon the Principles of Scripture and right Reaſon; occaſioned by a 


late Book, Intituled, Aimicipium Eccleſiaſtiuum, &c. Octav. price 6 d. 
A Reconciling LETTER, upon the late Differences about Convocational Rights 
and Proceedings, as manag'd by thoſe who have maintain'd the Liberties of the 
er Clergy. | | | 
The Caſe of the PRAMUNIENTES conſidered : In an Anſwer to the Letter ſent 
lately to a Clergy Man in the Country, concerning the Choice of Members, and Exe- 


-cution of the Parliament-Writ, for the Enſuing Convocation. 


The late Pretence of a Conſtant Practice to enter the Parliament as well as 


Provincial Writ in the Front of the Acts of every Synod ; Conſider' d and Diſ- 


prov'd, in a Letter to the Author of that Aſſertion; with a Certificate from the 


Regiſter of Jork. 


There is in the Preſs, The State of the Church and Clergy of ENGLAND, 


faithfully Repreſented from the Saxon Times to the preſent Century: Wherein 


the Conſtitution of Ecclęſtaſtical Synods and -State-Convocations , with reſpe& to 
the King's Supremacy and the Archbiſhop's Right, is aſſerted againſt the pernicious 


Principles and miſtaken Facts of Dr. Attterbury's Writings, in Fol. 


Books Printed for A. and J. Churchill. 


L. Ccleſiaſtical Synods and Parliamentary Convocations in the Church of England, Hiſtorically 
F, Stated and Juſtly Vindicated from the Miſrepreſentations of Mr. Atterbury. = 

An Occaſional Letter on he Subject of Engliſh Convocations. Both theſe by /Vhite Kennet.D.D. 

A Letter to a Friend in the Country, concerning the proceedings of the late Convocation. 

A Vindication ot the Authority of Chriſtian Princes, over Eccleſiaſtical Synods. From the Ex- 
ceptions made againſt it by Mr. Hi, and the pretences of Divine Right in his late Books on that 
Subject; and eſpecially in his laſt Entituded, The Rights and Liberties of the Chriſtian Church Aſſerted; 
40 which are added, ſome Letters that paſt between Dr. Habe and him, relating to that Contro- 
verſie. : 3 

The Right of the Archbiſhop to Continue or Prorogue the whole Con vocation, aſſerted in a ſecond 
Letter, by way of Reply to a Pamphlet, Entituled the Power of the Lower-houſe of Convocation 


to Adjourn it ſelf, c. As alſo to a late Book, Entitutled a Narrative of the Proceedings of the 


Lower-houſe, gc. with the Publiſher's preface, as far as they relate to the point of Continuation, 
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